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be helpful for our colleagues if they
knew when we would be meeting next
week and when we can expect our first
votes. If we do not have the substance
of the schedule next week, I understand
that, but if we can get some sense.

I have been given a tentative sched-
ule, Mr. Speaker, that says we will
have a pro forma session at noon on
Monday; and then on Tuesday, we will
go in at 12:30 for morning session, 2
o’clock for legislative business, and no
recorded votes before 5 p.m.; and then
also on Tuesday, the Private Calendar,
five suspension bills; and on Wednesday
and the balance of the week, we will
meet at 10 a.m. and we will do the Sea
Grant bill and the National Defense
Authorization bill. That is a tentative
schedule, and if that is helpful to our
colleagues, I would like to have that
verified by the other side, if they could.

Well, we will assume, Mr. Speaker,
that that is the schedule for next week,
and I wish all my colleagues a good
weekend.
f

ADJOURNMENT TO MONDAY, JUNE
16, 1997

Mr. SOLOMON. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that when the
House adjourns today, it adjourns to
meet at noon on Monday next.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
LaHood). Is there objection to the re-
quest of the gentleman from New
York?

There was no objection.
f

HOUR OF MEETING ON TUESDAY,
JUNE 17, 1997

Mr. SOLOMON. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that when the
House adjourns on Monday, June 16,
1997, it adjourn to meet at 12:30 p.m. on
Tuesday, June 17, 1997 for morning
hour debates.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from New York?

There was no objection.
f

DISPENSING WITH CALENDAR
WEDNESDAY BUSINESS ON
WEDNESDAY NEXT

Mr. SOLOMON. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that the business
in order under the Calendar Wednesday
rule be dispensed with on Wednesday
next.

The Speaker pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from New York?

There was no objection.
f

EXTENDING ORDER OF HOUSE OF
MAY 7, 1997 THROUGH JUNE 24, 1997

Mr. SOLOMON. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that the order of
the House of May 7, 1997, be extended
through Tuesday, June 24, 1997.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from New York?

There was no objection.
f

MIDDLE CLASS TAX CUTS FOR
FATHERS

(Mr. KINGSTON asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks and to include extraneous mate-
rial.)

Mr. KINGSTON. Mr. Speaker, with
Father’s Day coming up, what can we
do to help dads and to help parents and
help children? Our tax burden right
now is one of the biggest problems of
raising kids. I know. I have a family of
four. If you have a combined income of
$55,000, $22,000 of that goes to taxes. In-
deed, there are 62 taxes hidden in a gal-
lon of gas and 109 in a loaf of bread.

The Republican bill gives much need-
ed middle class tax relief, for capital
gains tax, HOPE scholarships, IRA ex-
pansion, death tax penalty, and, most
importantly, to the fathers on Father’s
Day the $500 per child tax credit.

Tax relief gives dads more time to
stay at home to spend time with their
children and impart values for the next
generation. Unless the critics continue
with the class envy that they are so
clever at and so good, let me say that
71 percent of these taxes go to people
with incomes of $75,000 or less and only
1.2 percent with incomes over $200,000.
This is a middle class tax cut for fa-
thers, and it is the Republican tax
plan. I hope our Democrats will join us
in supporting it.

The following shows the amount of tax re-
lief received by people of various income cat-
egories over a five year period, according to
data provided by the Joint Committee on
Taxation: Under $20,000, ¥$5.5 billion (4.7%);
$20,000 to $75,000, ¥$83.5 billion (71.7%);
$75,000 to $100,000, ¥$19.3 billion (16.6%);
$100,000 to $200,000, ¥$6.7 billion (5.8%);
$200,000+, ¥$1.4 billion (1.2%).

f
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SPECIAL ORDERS

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
LAHOOD). Under the Speaker’s an-
nounced policy of January 7, 1997, and
under a previous order of the House,
the following Members will be recog-
nized for 5 minutes each.
f

ATTEMPTS DURING BUDGET NE-
GOTIATIONS TO COME THROUGH
THE BACK DOOR ON ISSUES OF
WORKER PAY AND PROTECTIONS

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gentle-
woman from California [Ms. WATERS] is
recognized for 5 minutes.

Ms. WATERS. Mr. Speaker, I rise to
bring to the attention of this House the
fact that we have some actions that
are going on as we attempt to bring to-
gether this budget and to reconcile the
differences in the deliberations that
have gone on, attempts to come
through the back door on some very
important issues.

I am very concerned about attempts
to treat welfare recipients who are

would-be welfare workers differently
than we treat other workers in Ameri-
ca’s workplace. I am concerned that
there is an attempt to pay welfare
workers less than minimum wage. I am
also concerned that there is an attempt
to deny workplace protections for re-
cipients who go to work. I am also con-
cerned that along with these two
mean-spirited denials of protections in
the workplace we find an attempt to
deny protection from discrimination.

One would ask, how could this be in
1997, when all of these gains that have
been made are gains that were hard
fought for, gains that individuals made
tremendous sacrifices for? How could
we in 1997 have attempts to turn back
the clock?

We know that in the last Congress
there were some attempts by Repub-
licans to deny an increase in minimum
wage. That issue was hotly debated. We
had the American public join in that
debate in ways that we have not had
the American public involved in in a
long time. We engaged the citizens of
this country in that debate. The citi-
zens spoke in a loud and clear voice.

What did they say to us? They said,
not only do we want an increase in
minimum wage, we want the American
people to be paid fairly for their labor.
We do not think this increase is
enough. We think it should be more.
We do not like the fact that major
CEO’s in America are making a million
dollars while there is an attempt to
continue to squeeze the workers at the
bottom. We do not like the fact that
entry-level wages have gone down. We
do not like the fact that more and
more Americans are on part-time
labor. We do not like the fact that
American workers are going to the ne-
gotiating table, not fighting for in-
creases, but are forced to have to fight
to hold onto the gains that have been
made historically.

So the American people spoke, and
they spoke loud and clear. When the
American people spoke, we discovered
that even some of those on the other
side of the aisle who had been attempt-
ing to deny this increase in minimum
wage got the message. They got the
message and they joined with us in the
final analysis and supported the in-
crease in minimum wage.

I thought all of the Republicans had
learned a lesson. I thought they had
heard the American public. But obvi-
ously that is not the case, because
what we see now is a back-door at-
tempt, a back-door attempt to not only
deny that increase that we made for
low-wage workers, but an attempt to
single out a category of workers and
pay them less than the minimum wage.
What they could not do in the front
door they are now trying to do through
the back door.

What they are literally doing is send-
ing a message out to workers, many of
them who only make minimum wages,
your job is in jeopardy. Your job is in
jeopardy because we have found a
whole new class of people that we are
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